Greece, Turkey and Bulgaria, and the lot of evacuees-
all the world over during the present war, ought to
serve as a warning to all those who think of transport-
ing millions and breaking up territorial loyalties.
The plight of their co-religionists in the other zone,
real or fancied would also lead to- disturbed relations
on both sides. The zones may also be driven to take
retaliatory measures against the minorities in their
zones, creating a deeper antagonism between the
zones. The transfer of predominantly Hindu areas
under exclusively Muslim rule would lead to a bitter
Hindu feeling of recovering their lost land and create
a new passion which is sure to complicate the future
for a considerable time.
The suggested boundaries of Muslim zones are not
based on fairness or on a physical or natural basis,
but on an assumption that in any solution the Muslim
interests alone have to be looked to.   On the footing
of nationalism related to India as one country, weight-
age in favour of a minority as a safeguard may become
necessary.   But the zonal division itself proceeds on
the basis that each community has to have a separate
homeland for itself.   On this basis there is no majo-
rity; only two units*   If Muslims want every inch of
contiguous territory predominantly occupied by them
for a zone for themselves, why should the Hindus be
deprived of a similar right?   In the proposed division,
13 non-Muslim districts of the Punjab have to be in
the Muslim zone because the remaining 17 districts
are Muslim.   In Bengal 12  Hindu districts must  go
with 16 Muslim districts to make up the Muslim zone.
But in Assam, one Muslim district cannot go with 14:
Hindu districts; the 14 Hindu districts have to go to
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